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REMARKS 

In the Office Action dated June 16, 2006, the Examiner objected to the Drawings. 
Applicant submits herewith a replacement sheet for Figure 6 adding the reference 406. 

The Examiner further objected to the Specification. Correction has been provided. 

Claims 1-11, 20-26 and 31-41 were rejected on the grounds of nonstatutory obviousness- 
type double patenting. Applicant will submit a terminal disclaimer with respect to U.S. Patent 
Nos. 6,515,413 and 6,741,024 as soon as the Examiner indicates that one or more claims of this 
application are allowable. 

Claim 20 was objected to due to an informality in the preamble. Applicant respectfully 
traverses and notes that the preamble of claim 20 recites "The cover of claim 1, further 
comprising:." It is unclear to Applicant why this preamble is unacceptable. 

Claims 22-23 and 25-26 were objected to because of an issue wdth respect to claim 
dependency. Applicant has amended claims 22-23 and 25-25 to depend from claim 20. 

Claims 1, 6, 7, 31 and 39-40 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Quin. 

In claim 1, Applicant claims a cover comprising three distinct layers of material: an 
infrared filter layer; a color filter layer; and a protective layer. The claimed cover is neither 
disclosed nor suggested by Quin. In Quin, only a infrared layer and a lens layer are disclosed. 
There is no color filter layer. 

With respect to Krashkevich, Applicants note that only a single material layer is 
disclosed. There is no teaching or suggestion in Krashkevich for the claimed material layers. 
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With respect to dependent claim 6, Applicant claims that the infrared filter layer 
comprises opposing sides, wherein said protective layer comprises a first protective layer 
positioned near one of the opposing sides and a second protective layer positioned near another 
one of the opposing sides. There is no teaching or suggestion in Quin or Krashkevich for having 
two protective layers with the filter layer placed between those two protective layers. The 
Examiner has asserted that Quin's lens layer is adjacent to both surfaces of the infrared filter 
layer. This assertion is incorrect as Quin Figure 8 and its discussion clearly teaches placing the 
lens layer on only one side of the infirared filter layer. Applicant fixrther asserts that it would not 
be obvious firom Quin's teachings to include multiple protective layers. 

Claim 7 has been canceled. 

With respect to claim 31, Applicant claims an infi-ared filter layer, a protective layer and 
a peripheral gasket surrounding the flat panel cover which blocks infirared light leakage along a 
peripheral edge when the cover is installed in the lighting fixture . There is no teaching or 
suggestion in Quin for the claimed peripheral gasket. In fact, the Quin fi-ame 23 structure is 
shown in Figure 1 to allow for a gap 52 in the periphery of the cover which would allow for air 
circulation (col. 4, line 57). Such an air gap would clearly allow light to escape and thus the 
frame cannot meet the claimed peripheral gasket. 

Claims 39-40 have been canceled. 

Claims 2-5, 8-11, 20-26, 34-38 and 41 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Quin in view of Krashkevich. 
Claim 2 has been canceled. 
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Claims 3-5 are patentable over the cited art for at least the reasons recited above with 
respect to claim 1 . 

Claims 8-1 1 have been canceled. 

Claim 20 is asserted to be patentable over the cited art for at least the same reasons as 
claim 31. 

Claims 22-26 are asserted to be patentable over the cited art for at least the same reasons 
as claims 1 and 20. 

Claims 34-38 are asserted to be patentable over the cited art for at least the same reasons 
as claim 31. Claim 34 is asserted to be patentable over the cited art for at least the same reasons 
as claim 1. 

Claim 41 has been canceled. 

Claims 32-33 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Quin. 

Claims 32-33 are asserted to be patentable over the cited art for at least the same reasons 
as claim 31. Claim 32 is asserted to be patentable over the cited art for at least the same reasons 
as claim 6. 
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In view of the foregoing, Applicants respectfully submit that the application is in 
condition for favorable action and allowance. 
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IN THE DRAWINGS 

Applicant has amended Figure 6 to include the reference 406. 
A Replacement Sheet for Figure 6 is submitted herewith. 
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